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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on 10/18/2000 . 
2a)Q This action is FINAL. 2b)[KI This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) £3 Claim(s) 1-13 and 15-23 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1-13 and 15-21 is/are rejected. 

7) |El Claim(s) 22 and 23 is/are objected to. 

8) D Ciaim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) £3 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 1EI The drawing(s) filed on 18 October 2000 is/are: a)[3 accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

11) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)Q approved b)Q disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) n The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) |EI Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)K]AII b)\J Some*c)D None of: 

1 .£<] Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the Internationa! Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
Attachment(s) 

1 ) (El Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). . 

2) □ Notice of Drattsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

3) |3 Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 2 . 6) □ Other: 
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, Art Unit: 2859 

DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1 . The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because it is not within the range of 
50 to 150 words. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). Applicant is reminded 
of the proper language and format for an abstract of the disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. The abstract is too 
brief to assist readers in deciding whether there is a need for consulting the full patent 
text for details. 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: The 
disclosure does not follow content of specification standards (section (g) below) by 
failing to include a brief description of the figures before the Detailed Description of the 
Preferred Embodiment. 

Content of Specification 

(g) Brief Description of the Several Views of the Drawinq(s) : See MPEP § 
608.01(f). A reference to and brief description of the drawing(s) as set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.74. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 1-14, 16, 18, and 21-23 are objected to because of the following 
informalities: Claims 1-3, & 15 recite the limitation "the first at least three frequencies" 
in line 1. Claim 2 recites the limitation "the tuned frequencies" in line 2. Claim 3 recites 
the limitation "the tuned frequencies" & "the frequencies" in line 2. Claim 13 recites the 
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limitation "the first at least four frequencies" in line 1. Claim 16 recites the limitation "the 
frequencies" in lines 1-2. Claim 22 recites the limitation "the three points" in line 4, "the 
rectangular coordinates" in lines 4-5, & "the points" in line 6. Claim 23 recites the 
limitation "the two points" in line 4, "the rectangular coordinates" in lines 4-5, & "the 
points" in line 6. There is insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claims. 

Claims 4-12 are objected to due to their dependency upon on claim 1. Claims 18 
& 21 are objected to due to their dependency upon on claim 16. 

Claims 22 & 23 refer to "points" in the language of the claims in referring to 
Tables in the specification, but the Tables specify nodes . 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 22 & 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

By indicating only that points from the tables are to be used, without specific 
order put forth in the language of the claims, arcs can be designed which could not be 
made into a bell, hence rendering the claims indefinite. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

7. Claims 1-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by 
Fountain et al. (hereafter Fountain) in the document "Tuning of Bells by Numerical 
Methods of Shape Optimism". 

With reference to claims 1-3, Fountain teaches a bell having the first at least 
three frequencies substantially in an harmonic sequence wherein, of the tuned 
frequencies, the frequencies due to modes with no ring nodes are all below any 
frequencies due to modes with ring nodes (Table 1) (p. 3, para. 6, lines 2-3). 

With reference to claims 4-7 & 10-12, Fountain teaches the bell has a top portion, 
a side portion and a mouth, the side portion extending from the top portion to the mouth, 
the outer surface of the side portion being generally in the form of a truncated circular 
cone and generally convex, the inner surface of the side portion being generally in the 
form of a truncated circular cone, and generally concave, the whole bellshape being 
generally tapered (Figure 6). 

With reference to claims 8-9, Fountain teaches the bell has a top portion, a 
side portion and a mouth, the side portion extending from the top portion to the mouth, 
the outer surface of the side portion substantially consisting of a generally convex 
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portion and a portion generally in the form of a circular cylinder & the inner surface of 
the side portion substantially consisting of a generally concave portion and a portion 
generally in the form of a circular cylinder (Figure 3). 

With reference to claim 13, Fountain teaches a bell having the first at least four 
frequencies substantially in a harmonic sequence (p. 3, para. 7, line 3). 
8. Claims 15 & 19-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by 
Schoofs et al. (hereafter Schoofs) in the document "Computation of Bell Profiles Using 
Structural Optimization". 

With reference to claims 15 &19, Schoofs teaches a method for designing a bell 
shape for a bell having the first at least three frequencies substantially in an harmonic 
sequence, the method comprising the steps of selecting an initial bell shape, the initial 
bell shape is a rescaled existing bell shape, and using the initial bell shape in an 
optimization procedure for modifying the bell shape such that the first at least three 
frequencies are substantially in an harmonic sequence (p. 248-9 para. 2, lines 1-10 
para. 1-2, lines 1-21). 

With reference to claim 20, Schoofs teaches the optimization procedure 
comprises the steps of: (a) setting the current bell shape to an initial bell shape; (b) 
selecting one of the at least three frequencies to be tuned as a current objective; (c) 
selecting a desired value for the current objective to attain or a desired range for the 
current objective to fall within; (d) modifying the current bell shape in accordance with 
an optimization method, the optimization method being to cause the value of the current 
objective to move towards the desired value or range; (e) repeating step (d) as many 
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times as necessary for the value of the current objective to become substantially equal 
to the desired value or for the objective to fall within the desired range; (f) if the at least 
three frequencies to be tuned are not substantially in an harmonic sequence, selecting 
one of the at least three frequencies to be tuned as the current objective; (g) repeating 
steps (c) to (e) in relation to the current objective, subject to a suitably chosen constraint 
or constraints to cause at least one of the frequencies to be tuned to approach or attain 
a desired value or desired frequency ratio; and (h) repeating steps (f) and (g) until the 
first at least three frequencies are substantially in an harmonic sequence (p. 252-3, 
para. 2, lines 1-17, para. 1, lines 1-9). 

With reference to claim 21, this is a "product by process" claim since the claim 
language is directed to the steps required to form the bell. Therefore, these steps have 
been given no patentable weight since it has been held that 1) the determination of 
patentability in "product by process" claims is based on the product itself, even though 
such claims are limited and defined by the process, and 2) the product in a "product by 
process" claim is unpatentable if it is the same as, or obvious from a product of the prior 
art, even if the prior art product was made by a different process. In re Thorpe et al. . 
227 USPQ 964 (Fed. Cir. 1985). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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10. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

1 1 . Claims 1 6-1 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Schoofs in view of Fountain. 

With reference to claims 16 & 17, Schoofs teaches all of the instant claimed 
invention as stated above in the rejection of claims 15 & 19-21 but lacks the frequencies 
being without ring nodes below any frequencies due to modes with ring nodes. 

Fountain teaches a bell with such frequencies (p. 3, para. 6, lines 2-3). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to use the frequencies discloses by Fountain in the method 
disclosed by Schoofs et al. in order that the bell would be optimized with respect to its 
shape for producing sound. 

With reference to claim 18, Schoofs teaches the initial bell shape has a top 
portion, a side portion and a mouth, the side portion extending from the top portion 
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to the mouth, the initial bell shape being conical, the side portion tapering, concave on 
the inside, an increased length of the side portion, and decreased thickness of the side 
portion (Figure 3). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

12. Claims 22 & 23 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the 
objection(s) & rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, set forth in this 
Office action. 

Conclusion 

13. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Doggart et al disclose domes for electric bells in which is 
explored the effect of the thickness of the bell (U.S. Patent 3683845). Kawamura 
discloses a method of adjusting the frequency of a tuning fork type vibrator (U.S. Patent 
3760482). Nichols discloses a method of making seamless tubular bell sections for 
trumpets (U.S. Patent 3871094). Bowers discloses a basic bell (U.S. Patent 296515). 
Ueno discloses a constant thickness bell (JP 05289655A). Itaya discloses a musical 
scale bell determined by dimension (JP 03154098). 

14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Travis M Reis whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
4771 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-5:00 Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Diego Gutierrez can be reached on (703) 308-3875. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 
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308-7722 for regular communications and (703) 308-7722 for After Final 
communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
0956. 




Travis M Reis 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2859 
tmr 

February 7, 2002 



Diego Gutierrez 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Technology Center 2800 



